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Following is a compilation of major Western proposals on European 
security. Bart I summarizes Western governmental and non-governmental 
proposals, Part II sketches opinion in key European countries. 
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1» J" uly 19« 1955 ,: Eden proposal at the summit conference indicates 
readiness to discuss force and armament levels both in Germany and in states 
neighboring Germany, as a step towards a demilitarized area between East . . 
and West. ^O^ 

2 » October 27. 195 5: At the Geneva Foreign Ministers Conference the ^\ 

three Western Bowers , submit a draft Treaty of Assurance to be concluded con- ^v\ 

currently with an agreement on German unification by free elections. Among 

the measures proposed was the limitation of forces and armaments on both sides v %\ 

0$ of the eastern frontier of a reunified Germany together with additional "special^ \ 
/^measures relating to the disposition of military forces and installations" in 

( ° a zone immediately astride the frontier. 

£' 3. March 16. 1956 s The Federal Republic , in a note to the three West- 
ern Bowers on the eve of the disarmament conference, coupled German reunifi- 
cation to disarmament and asked to be informed of the progress of the 
conference as it vitally affected Germany. 

4* Mar 3. 19^6 : Foreign Minister RLneau proposed a new plan incorporating <v 
disarmament, European security and German reunification* ,^\j 

5. September 7 f 1956 a A Federal Republic note delivered in I'bscow 
enclosed a memorandum offering military guarantees to the USSR which would 
enable it to agree to German reunification. 

6. December 18. 1956 ; Secretary Dulles stated that the United States 
was not "contemplating any reduction of US military strength in Europe" and 
was "not prepared to review the military situation in Europe on any basis — .. 
which presupposes a line drawn through Germany." The Secretary stated further j'.'- 
that the United States is very open-minded to any suggestions that might be "?:.» 
made as to the status — whether neutralization or otherwise — of satellite \ '"> 
countries which would take away any fear by the USSR that it would be physically } 

- * '-or-©ilitarily endangered if it facilitated the evolution to independence in ; i 

Uni/;phe Satellites. ;•. j 
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7. February 19 , 195 ?_ : German Defense Minister Strauss stated that while a 
^unified Germany might favor participation in the Western military alliance 

'system, hard political realities might force it to make a decision on the 
"Austrian model." 

8. April 29 3 1957 : Foreign Minister Brentano calls on USSR to restore 
peace in the world by acceptance of a comprehensive disarmament agreement 
which vrould include atomic weapons, 

9. June 25, 1957 ; Stassen at London Conference tie3 US proposal for 
phased reduction of troop strength to a solution of the reunification 
problem satisfactory to Federal Republic. 

10* July 29s 1957 : Quadripartite (US, UK, France, Federal Republic ) 
"Berlin Declaration" insists on German reunification by free elections, 
with a reunified Germany retaining option to withdraw from NATO, and states 
that if Germany should remain in NATO, We st would seek no military advantage 
consequent upon German decision. 

!!• January k, 195$ : Hacmillian calls for "solemn pact of nonaggrcasiou" 
as a possible first step toward East-West negotiations, 

B. Unofficial 

1. March 1 j 1956 ; FDP spokesman Erich Mende proposed the conclusion 
of a treaty between the US and the USSR and adhered to by the UK, France 
and Germany, or, alternatively, a 15-power pact to include smaller nations. 
He further proposed withdrawal of 'NATO troops behind the Rhine, and of 
Warsaw pact troops beyond the Odej>-Neisse line,.vdth the resultant military 
vacuum to be filled by 12 or more West German divisions. 

2. December 19, 1956 : Hufo Gaitskell proposed in parliament that US 
and UK troops be withdrawn from Germany and Central Europe as fart of a 
reunification settlement. 

3 # January 9, 1957 : George Kennan stated his view that no disarma- 
ment agreement with, the USS3- was possible if US and USSR troops faced 
each other in Germany© 

4. January 23 5 1957 : German Social Democratic Party, statement called 
for the formation of a regional security system with the US and USSR as 
guarantors, in which a reunified. Germany, not a member of a onesided 
alliance, would participate. 
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5. On March 6, 1957 : Hugh Gait sk ell at Dutch Labor Party Congress 
spoke in favor of a neutral belt including a reunited .Germany and Eastern 
Europe but with NATO remaining intact* 

6. March 20, 1957 : Ollenhauer in an interview with Borba (Yugoslavia) 
says that discussion of thinned-out zones in Europe does not go to the 
heart of the German problem; unification must be achieved on basis of agree- 
ment among the four powers on the military status of a reunified Germany, 

7. June 16, 1957 : Ollenhauer at the Dortmund election kickoff rally 
favors withdrawal of East and We3t Germany from the Warsaw and NATO 
alliances, and the creation of an all-European security system including 

a reunified Germany guaranteed ty the US and USSR* 

6. July 30, 1957 : At the Socialist International Congress in Vienna , 
Hugh Gaitskel l advocates gradual withdrawal of Soviet and -Vfc stern- troops 
from Central Europe, control of armaments andibrce levels, and German 
reunification by means of free elections. 

9 # November 24. 1957 : George F. Kennan urges Western powers to con- 
sider proposing the neutralization of Germany through the withdrawal of 
foreign forces, thereby putting the onus for delaying a reasonable European 
settlement on the USSR, 
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/ 1. GovBrssent. Because of pressures from both public opinion and the 

SH), for whom the atom-free zone proposal has become a political tool rather 
than an item of actual conviction, aU proposals for a European settlement 
will tend to be studied on their merits. The government however is firmly 
against both the atom-free zone proposal, and negotiations with fenkow. 
It is felt that since Germany has something to fear from the freezing of 
the status guo, an atom-free zone does not solve either the security nor 
the unification problem; it is believed that the best safeguard regains US 
strength within the framework of NATO. 

2. Public Opi nio n . Public reaction ar; expressed in the press, has 
evinced wide interest in the proposal for "de-nucleurized" zones, and 
in other proposals such as those contained in the Kennan lectures, Ijhile . 
the SPD-oriented press echoes these proposals as part of editorial policy, 
the very breadth of comment in all pap ers ls evidence of ldde ^ spread co J 
cern. This concern, however, tends to reflect a yearning for a relief of 
seemingly eternal tensions, rather than adherence to any particular solu- 
tion. Strong anxieties lest US protection be withdrawn or weakened remains 
the basic undertone, 
B. Italy 

1. Government . Although there has been no official reaction of the 
Italian Government reported as yet (January U , 1958) to the Ifossian pro- 
posal for the atomic neutralization of Italy, it is predictable on the basis 
of Italian policy to date arn the reaction of the political secretary of 
the party which controls the government that it will be rejected by the 
Italian Government, 
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2. PuHJtOEfeto. Again, few reports have as yet been received As 
stated.abcve, the poli tical secretary f Italy, s largest party, Christian 
Democracy (DC), said in a political speech January 2S> that the proposal 
could not be accepted. SimilarOy, the reaction, of the Roman Catholic 
clergy have been reported to be cold to a Russian proposal m de at the 
same time, that the Soviet and the Vatican cooperate in preventing war. 

Moreover, non-Roman Catholic democratic partie S in Italy have always been 

strong supporters of NATO, while Italian Rightists are not likely to accept 

such a proposal either. 

C» Scandinavian 

1. Government . The governments of the Northern countries have not 
expressed any special preference for any of the recently suggested arrange- 
ments such as nuclear-free zones or non-aggression pacts, but they all favor 
exploring every possibility £>r agreement with the Soviets that would work 
toward a European security arrangement whereby Germany would be reunified, 
armaments reduced, and the testing of nuclear weapons halted. Until an 
arrangement acceptable to the West should become a reality, however, Norway, 
Denmark, and Iceland regard their adherence to NATO as their best guarantee 
of security. Although agreeing in principle to the stationing of IRM's in 
the NATO countries, Norway and Denmark have thus far declared opposition to 
the stationing of missiles on their territories. Sweden considers a posture 
of neutrality backed by a strong defense that in all likelihood will include 
domestically produced nuclear weapons to be in its best interest. It also 
implicitly relies on NATO to come to its aid in case of attack. Finland 
realizes that it is bound by the mutual assistance pact of 1948 forced upon 
it by the USSR and relies on its traditional postwar policy of strict 
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2. Public Opinion * Public reaction has been sparse* The general temper 
seems to indicate that proposals for European security are worthy of study, 
D, United Kingdom 

Governmen t and Public Opinion . Under pressure from British public 
opinion, which clearly favors talks with the Russians, Prime Minister MacMillan 
in a report on the N&TO Conference broadcast on January 4., 1958 under the 
auspices of the Conservative Party, suggested that a solemn non-aggression 
pact with the Russians might be a useful prelude to discussions on disarmament 
and other matters to relieve world tensions. The proposal was offered almost 
as an aside after a long defense of the need to preserve the strength of 
NATO and did not mean, as the Foreign Office subsequently explained, that 
Britain favored "a non-aggression pact in isolation" from other agreements. 
Public opinion in Britain has been concerned with the dangers involved in 
the presence of nuclear-armed SJLC bombers in Britain and more recently with 
the decision to establish missile sites. The Government in the face of 
opposition criticism has stated that SilC and the missile sites are vital for 
Britain's defense and has assured the House that Britain has a complete 
negative control over the use of these weapons. 
E, France 

French official attitudes towards problems of European security hava 
apparently remained substantially unchanged by recent developments such as 
the MacMillan proposal, the Kennan article, the Bulganin notes and the Polish 
proposal for a denuclearized zone. Despite proposals of a "thinned out" zone 
in central Europe advanced by Jules Moch, the French Government appears 
resolutely opposed to any proposals of a neutral or denuclearized zone in the 
absence of a comprehensive disarmament agreement. In its view such moves 
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would greatly weaken the position of NATO, considered by, the French as the 
bulwark of European security. The government, however, is in favor of a 
summit meeting to discuss outstanding East-West differences if it is preceded 
by preparatory conferences at lower levels such as a foreign minibers meeting, 

2* Public opinion as reflected in French newspapers appears to be in 
agreement ivith official attitudes. With the exception of the extreme left 
press, practically all newspapers approached the HacMillan proposals with 
skepticism and were openly hostile to the Polish proposal, the press 
commented on an apparent detente in the East-West conflict and the possibility 
of successful summit conference but this was accompanied by continued 
suspicion toward Russian intentions* 
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REVIEW OP PROPOSALS ON EUROPEAN SECURITY 

Following is a cou?)ilation of major Soviet Bloc and Western 
proposals on European security* Part I summarizes Western governmental 
and non-governmental proposals, Fart II summarizes Soviet Bloc proposals, 
and Part III sketches opinion in key European countries « 

I # WESTERN PROPOSALS 



A. Official 

1. July 19 j 19 iff a Eden proposal at the summit conference indicates 
readiness to discuss force and araiament levels both in Germany and in 
states neighboring Germany, as a step towards a demilitarized area between 
East and West* 

h 

2. October 27 3 195?t At the Geneva Foreign Ministers Conference 

the three Western Powers a submit a (draft Treaty of Assurance to be 
concluded concurrently '.j#ith an agreement on Gorman unification by free 
elections, /^mong the measxires proposed was the limitation of forces and 
armaments on both sides of the eastern frontier of a reunified Germany 
together with additional "special measures relating to the disposition 
of military forces and installations" in a zone immediately astride the 
frontier. 

3 # May 3 9 1956 : Foreign Minister Pineau proposed a new plan 
incorporating disarmament, European security and German reunification* 

km September 7, 19S>6 : A Federal Republic note delivered in Moscow 
enclosed a memorandum offering military guarantees to the USSR which 
would enable it to agree to German reunification. 

5 # December 18, 1956 ; Secretary Dulle s stated that the United 
States was not "contemplating any reduction of US military strength in 
Europe 1 ' and was "not prepared to review the military situation in Europe 
on any S^fe which presupposes a line drawn through Germany." 

6. In February 1957 at the WEU Foreign Ministers meeting Foreign 
Secretary Selwyn Iioyd proposed a "Grand Design" for European organi- 
zation, political, military, and economic, with a single parliament and 
open to neutral, and perhaps in time Eastern European, states. 
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7. February 19 f 1957 i German Defense Minister Strauss stated that 
while a reunified dennany mlgm> ivavor participation in the Western military- 
alliance system, hard political realities might force it to make a 
decision on the "Austrian model. •» 

8# On December 18. 1956 ^ Secretary Dulles said the United States is 
very open-minded to any suggestions that might be made as to the status — 
whether neutralization or otherwise «. of satellite countries which would 
take away any fear by the USSR that it would be physically or militarily- 
endangered if it facilitated the evolution to independence in the 
satellites. 

, T . 9 * 0" March 1 6, 1956, the Federal Republic , in a note to the three 
Western Powers on the eve of the disarmament conference, coupled German 
reunification to disarmament and asked to be informed of the prorress of 
the conference as it vitally affected Germany, 

10 » April 29 « 1957 s Foreign Minister Brent ano calls on USSR to 
restore peace m the world by acceptance of a comprehensive disarmament 
agreement which would include atomic weapons. 

11. June 2g, 1957 1 Stassen at London Conference ties US proposal 
for phased^reduction of troop strength to a solution of the reunif ication 
problem satisfactory to Federal Republic. 

llo 12* July 29, 1957 1 Quadripartite (US, UK f France, Federal Rep ublic V 
•Jerlln Declaration" insists on German reunification by free elections, 
with a reunified Germany retaining option to withdraw from NATO . and 
states that if Germany should remain in NATO, West would seek no further 
military advantage consequent upon German decision. 

33. January h t 19588 Macmilli.an calls for "solemn pact of non- 
aggression" as a possible first step toward East-West negotiations. 

B. Unofficial 

1. March 1, 1956: FDP spokesman Erich Mende proposed the conclusion 
of a treaty between the US and the USSR and adhered to by the UK, France 
and Germany, or, alternatively, a 15-power pact to include smaller nations. 
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o T,«„ nW r v* 19«#« Qennan Social Democratic^artK statement 
o^ed*£o STo^iiof "of f Clonal secugg-y System wit h the US and 
US^ as ^rantorrt wSioh a reunified Germany, not a member of a one- 
sided alliance, would participate. 

•* March 1 1956: FDP spok esman Mende proposed withdrawal of NATO 

line, with the resultant military vacuum to be filled by 1<J or moie ues^ 
German divisions. 

L. December 19, 19# » Hugh GajAskell proposed In i^arliaiaent tiiat 
US u^ J^^ ^ k& e^SSn^SS^Boa Central Europe us part of 
a reunification settlement. 

t Januarv 9. 19*7: George Kennan stated his view that no^disarma- 
^ant Swfii S with g tedrafrpgggfi& ^ ^ and USA troops faced 
each other in Germany. 

A n« MA^ch 8 1957- Hugh Gaitskell at Dutch Labor Party Congress 
«*. 6 !a W o f a^e^trll S it includ e a reunited Germany and Eastern 
Europe but with NATO remaining intact. 

7 March 20, 19*7: Ollenhauer in an interview with Borba( Yugoslavia) 
say3 JsJ^StS9 'thlSneTOTzones 1» Europe , does ™t go to he 
heart of the German problem; unification mustbe achieved on^basxs of 
agreement airong the four powers on the military status of a reunited 
Germany. 

ft Tune l6 19^7 j Ollenhauer at the Dortmund election kickoff rally 
favors'wiSaS^et^OTSiTGe^ny from the Warsaw and NATO ^ 
SSKboSfSS. creation of an all-European security system ancladxng 
a reunified Germany guaranteed by the US and USSll. 

o Mir ™ 19>?7i At the fln«<»H.H t International Congress in Vienna, 
Hueh Gai tlSL aavoc&e s | ra dml wi th draw! oi 1 "b o^ et and Western troopT 
SSf^uSper^trol of armaments and force levels, and German 
reunification by means of free elections. 

in November 2li. 1957: George F. Kennan urges Western powers to 
consider ^^^^ raB^SrarSgiii^^th^h the withdrawal 
off oreign Xcesl thereby putting the onus for delaying a reasonable 
European settlement on the USSR. 
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■ H. SOVlBffBLOC PROPOSALS 
1. 



a renunciation of the use of ^S!fi?SL ln - tW ° StaGes was offend? w S h 
stage, and the complete dissolutil^f nl£ 0mr ,\ Xnvclve(i > in the first 

2, Octo ber 28. 19<< p 
foposal r or a gradual So IsWe 1? IS}**"*? Molotov repeated the Soviet 

by signatories to the treaty. of armed iorces stationed in Jiurope 

Molotov also nut fr\-»+u s . ■. 
of limitation and inspection of al^ P f ^ 3 ? r the Nation of a "zone 
Plan presented at theGeneva sumS^f ^ f^ ** 3 '" based on the WaT 
states and "states bordering th!T meting, to include both German 
Within this- zone Big J^fteSfiS'/h ^f * CSrtain ones oT SSL - 
joint inspection of armed forces S t^ GU ? Ject to Imitation, and 
the zone. lorces «* laments would be carried'oS vdthin 

3, March 27 19£6 .... i«h P q • 
JS^ d ^««5K*TQl& imoSoraleTas ?a^Tf + ? an * rese *ted at the 
aS?t? ■ * GenSVa i ' or the oration of a J™ J 11 ' the P ro Posals made by 

mouth,. T * aW "W« in Germany, to i£ XI wtKlf 

k» November 17. iq^a a iv ^ 

IXfFtf * ? lg ^ ^ 7orcS 1 gri e 1 ter * u ^ ested reduction by 
a "significant reduction" of ?«™ stationed on German soil, as wpii i. 

Pact countries, i'he co™ lul£ oi : S a S * ationed *» other hS> a£ Ssaw 
^uropean milit ary allies l^\ n SS^r -^ te ^ *^ 
dangerous concentration of at^pH ln " Potion at points of dossIMp 
feature wa s Soviet accept^ce^faeSlr ^V^uded «SaiT 1 m*, 
mometers on each ^-"he^e^ 
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acceptance of (1) a ban on storing and manufacture of atomic weaoons 
on German Boll and a ban on "war propaganda," (2) resignation of the two 
German states from IIMJO and the Warsaw Pact, abolition of conscription, 
and agreement on military manpower, and (3) joint or separate German 
requests to the Big l'our for early, gradual withdrawal of troops from 
German:,'. ■. ■ 

.. *• October 2, 19J7 -~ Polish Foreign Minister iJapac'.d. announced to 
the ifll General Assembly that Poland would agree to ban ab oniic weapons 
from her territory if both parts of Germany agreed to such a ooljcjr. 
Czechoslovakia immediately associated itself ^dth so-called "uapucki 
plan," enlarging tho 'ocopo of the pronosed "atom-free zone" to four 
countries. " "* . 

7. jjecember io, 1957 .. Bulganin's letters to the heads of l.ATO 
Governments modil'ied the "Hapacki Plan" with tho auction that an agree- 
ment bctweeniihe bwo German states, v;hich would be joined by Czechoslovakia 
and Poland, follow agreement by the US, lES.t, and Great Britain not to 

tS ?L?H nf S?^/ ear,0nS ? n , 0erraQn territory, ihese letters also reooated 
•one raniliar Sovieb proposal for a nonaggression nact between ILtTO and 
Warsaw Pact comrcries. ' " 

8. January 6 T 1958 - The Bulganin letters to all NATO members 
included an annex — also sent to. all other oil members - which called 
ior an has West conference and set forth the familiar Soviet proposals 
for a nonaffgression pact between NATO and Warsaw Pact countries and an 
atom-free zone in Central Europe. The reduction of annod forces and 
arrows in Europe and the replacement of NATO and the Maraw Pact b y 
a collective security system were called "more radical steos" which 
could betoer be discussed later after agreement on other Vrooosals had 
been successfully concluded. ■ " 

* T S e l ., :Le J ters to Uexmir k and Norway in this series took favorable 
m% £L? re f nations to the acceptance of missiles at the December 
NATO meeting, and suggested bhe extension of the atom-free zone to include 
all of Northern Europe. in effect, this was a continuation of bhe 
Communist Baltic "oeaof Peace" ca.npaign which has emphasized "peaceful 
coexistence" and neutrality in Northern Europe since mid-lo£6. 

no„+^f a S i ^ S -^ er t0 Italy rlso ^Phasized the advantages of "atomic 
^JfS" y V^^u ?u Jan ^y^^i2n liinistcr Gromyko oushed £is 

iS^Hn+^f W ^?,^ e ° om:nent t0 a ****»« "alian Communist 
Senator that Italy might be included in such a scheme, hintinr that in 
exchange fear nuclear weapons might be excluded from Albania. In effect 
_bscow was thus extending the scope of the .iapacki -Ian from the Arctic 
IL 2 Jied e- ter ff n t ea "^^. Neither the Poles nor the Sovjeta have elaborated 
the means by which -the scheme would be controlled. 
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A» Wiest Germany 

1. Gove«. Because of pressures from both public ^^ ^ ^ 
m.,- for who. the atom _ free Mne p „ po3 ^ has becMe ^ ^^ ^ ^ 

than an item of actual conviction, all proposals fa, = -s 

j *u. proposals for a diropean settlement 

will ten. to be studied on their merits. ,ne S over»ent however is not real^ 
tested in the aWfree zone proposal, nor in negations „i*. Pailkow . 
It is felt that while Ge^ny tas sctMn E to fear fro», the freocin, „, the 
ststus-ouo, M awfreo sone does not solve either the security nor the 

unification problem: it is felt th-it +i,« v, + * 

, is leit that the best safeguard remains US strength 

within the framework of NATO. 

*• Sd^c^inion. ^lic reaction as e^ressed in the press, has evinced 
wide interest in the proposa! for a .de-r.ucleari.ed.. force, and in other pro- 
posals such as those contend in the Kennan lectures. lMie the Oriented 
press echoes these proposals as part of editorial policy, the ve^ breadth 
of co«„t in all pap e rs ls evidonoe of ^.^ ^^ ^ ^^ 

however, tends to reflect a yea^n, for a relief of see^ eteraal J^ 
rather than adhere to any particular solution. dtron, anxieties lest do 

protection be withdrawn or weakened renins the basic undertone. 

B. Italy 

1. fiOHr-ent. Although there has been no official reaction of the 
Italian Government reported as yet ( ^ U, W6) t0 the ,„ 

for the atomic neutralization of T+=n„ «'. ... 

of Italy, it is predictable on the basis of 

Italian policy to date and the reaction of the political secrete*- of the 

party which controls tha sove^ent that it ^ be ^^ ^ ^ 
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'». £!&^S. Again, row report* havo as yet boon received. As 
stated above, the political eocretury or ItaOy,, „« pu „ ty , c „ rietion 
^ocracy („,, said ln a political speech ^ Vi ^ ^ ^^ ^ 
not bo accept. SMarl) , tho ^^ ^ ^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ 

been reported to be cold to a nuesian proposal «* at tte s„o ti», that 
tho Soviet and the Vatican cooperate ta preventing w . ,,_, ll0n . li0Mn 
Catholic democratic parties in It ^ havo ^ boon ^ ^^ ^ 

«T0. »h*a Italian Klghtists are not likely to aocapt such a proposal either. 
C# Scandinavian 

1. Government . The governments of the Northern countries have not ex- 
pressed any special prance for any * the recently suggested arrangements 
auah aa nuclear-free aones or non-aggression pacts, bat they alt favor 
exploring every possibility for agreement with the Soviets that would work 
toward a itoopean security arranged hereby Germany would be reunified, 
agents reduced, and the testing of nuelear weapons halted, Pntii an ' 
arrangement acceptable to *. West should become a reality, however, Norway, 
Denmark, and Xceiand regard their adherenee to NATO as their best guarantee 
of security, ^though agreeing in prineiple to the stationing or iuw. in 
the KATO oountries, Norway and Denmark have thus far deolared opposition to 
the stationing of Leilas on their territories. Sweden considers a posture 
of neutrality backed by a strong defense that in au likelihood will include 
domestically produced nuclear weapons t0 be ln its „ est ^^^ ^ ^ 
Illicitly relies on NATO to comc to its aid in case or attack, inland 
reali.es that it la bound by the m ut„ar assistance pact of VU ) forced upon 

at by the USSR and relies on its trirH+i^m 

i-s on its traditional postwar policy of strict neutrality. 
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2* Public Opinion * Public reaction has been sparse. The general temper 
seems to indicate that proposals for European security are worthy of stucty*, 
D« United Kingdom 

Government and Public Opinion , Under pressure from British public 
opinion, which clearly favors talks with the Russians, Prime Minister KacKillan 
in a report on the KATO Conference broadcast on January U, under the auspices 
of the Conservative Party, suggested that a solemn non -aggress ion pact with 
the Russians might be a useful prelude to discussions on disarmament and 
other matters to relieve world tensions. The proposal was offered almost 
as an aside after a long defense of the need to preserve the strength of 
KATO and did not mean, as the Foreign Qf+'ice subsequently explained, that 
Britain favored "a non-aggression pact in isolation" from other agreements. 
Public opinion in Britain has been concerned irith the dangers involved in 
the presence of nuclear-armed SAC bombers in Britain and more recently with 
the decision to establish missile sites. The Government in the face of 
opposition criticism has stated that SAC and the missile sites are vital for 
Britain's defense and has assured the House that Britain has a complete 
negative control over the use of these weapons, 

iS, France 

French official attitudes towards problems of 2uropean security have 
apparently remained substantially unchanged ty recent developments such as 
the MacMillan proposal, the Kennan article, the Bulganin notes and the Polish 
proposal for a denuclearized zone. Despite proposals of a "thinned out" zone 
in central Europe advanced by Jules Koch, the French Government appears 
resolutely opposed to any proposals of a neutral or denuclearized zone in the 
absence of a comprehensive disarmament agreement. In its view such moves 
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y&'uld greatly weakna the position of MTO, considered by the Rrench as the 
bulwark of Biropean security. The government, however, is in favor of a 
summit meeting to discuss outstanding East-Vest -differences if it is preceded 
by preparatory conferences at lower levels such as a foreign ministers meeting 

2. Public opinion as reflected in French newspapers appears to be in 
agreement with official attitudes. With the exception of the extreme left 
press, practically all newspapers approached the Hacl-Jiilan proposals with 
skepticism and were openly hostile to the Polish proposal. Uie press commented 
on an apparent detente in the ISast-Vest conflict and the possibility of a 
successful summit conference but this was accom- anied by continued suspicion 
toward Russian intentions. 
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